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do not belong there; thereby reopening
important bilateral contacts that ben-
efit both sides. To that end, I am draft-
ing a sense of the Congress resolution
which I hope to introduce this week.

Mr. Speaker, repealing the sanctions
would have a positive impact on the
people of India. But I also want to
stress that the remaining sanctions are
causing American companies to lose
opportunities to do business in India,
while our economic competitors in Eu-
rope and Japan gain a major foothold
in this great emerging market.

Finally, Mr. Speaker, we must get
beyond the unproductive approach of
confrontation and work towards poli-
cies that will promote improved oppor-
tunities for cooperation between the
world’s two largest democracies. Last
week’s action in the Senate, in the
other body, certainly will contribute to
that process.

f

HEALTH CARE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Kentucky (Mr. FLETCHER)
is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. Speaker, I rise
this evening to speak on a very impor-
tant issue: health care. It is an issue
that we will be discussing as we begin
to look at the markup of some bills
this week and I think it is very impor-
tant as we address these bills that we
do so and try to get the politics as
much out of it as we possibly can.

Mr. Speaker, when we talk to people
across the United States, the number
one problem that we have now is the
number of uninsured: 43.4 million peo-
ple are uninsured at this time. That
number will rise to about 60 million
over the next 10 or 15 years. So I think
it is imperative, Mr. Speaker, that as
we pass legislation, as we look at
health care legislation, that we realize
that the number one problem we have
is the number of uninsured. That num-
ber of uninsured is driven by costs.
That is a direct correlation as increas-
ing costs of health insurance drives up
the number of uninsured.

Mr. Speaker, we could make sure
that we pass some patient protection
that does a whole lot of things, but if it
raises the cost substantially we are
going to have some of our people and
some of our patients that are going to
see the physician too late after the
cancer has already spread. They are
going to see the physician too late or
go to the emergency room too late
after the heart attack has already oc-
curred when it could have been pre-
vented. They are also going to go too
late when the stroke has occurred
when they could have had treatment
for blood pressure. This is what is
going to happen if we drive up the cost
of insurance and we continue to drive
up the cost of the number of the unin-
sured.

Not only is cost a factor, but it is
morally the right thing to do. We need
to make sure that we try to cover more

individuals in this country, that we
provide more provisions to make sure
that there is more health coverage and
not less.

A number two concern I hear from
people and patients is the fact that
they are concerned about making sure
that they get the kind of treatment
that they need, that they and their
physician make that decision, and it is
not insurance companies or lawyers or
judges that are making the decisions,
and to make sure that those decisions
are made by providers.

Another major concern is that they
want to make sure that they can
choose a physician that they trust, one
that they have established a relation-
ship with, that they have the kind of
choice of choosing those physicians,
and that is very important to them.

This next week, Mr. Speaker, or this
week, actually, we will begin to hear
the debate on this bill that talks about
external review, ensuring that there is
a grievance process if care is denied,
that they can go to objective, inde-
pendent authorities in the area that
they are concerned about to make sure
that physicians make those decisions;
that if they need emergency room care,
they can be assured that if it is a
layperson’s definition of emergency,
they can get that care paid for when
they get there; making sure that there
are no gag rules to prevent physicians
from talking about all of the treatment
options that are necessary; making
sure that they have the kind of infor-
mation so that they can have the ben-
efit of informed choice so that they can
compare one insurance plan with the
next, making sure that they know ex-
actly what the grievance processes are,
all of the things that the insurance
company covers.

Another thing we are going to be
looking at is associated health plans.
The gentleman from New York (Mr.
TOWNS) has introduced this, and this
will allow for small companies, which
about 60 percent of the small compa-
nies now are not able to afford, or very
small companies are not able to pro-
vide insurance because of cost, the
number one factor. Yet, this bill should
hopefully reduce the cost to those com-
panies by about 10 to 12 percent. For
each 1 percent that we increase health
care, we lose about 300,000 to 400,000
people off of health insurance, strictly
because of the cost.

Lastly, we are going to be looking at
a commission that will establish some
guidelines to help again to take the
politics out of health care reform. We
say when we get to do things, I get dis-
appointed in many folks that try to
come and demagogue on this issue and
are not truly concerned about the pa-
tients that we are talking about.

One of the things I would like to in-
troduce and will introduce, and I hope
that we are able to pass, is what is
called a point of service. This is a pro-
vision where one can choose the physi-
cian that one has established a rela-
tionship with, and that trust, and I

think it is very important that we do
that.

Mr. Speaker, I appreciate the oppor-
tunity to speak tonight, as we begin to
debate this issue which is very impor-
tant to the American people. I hope we
can take the politics out and the dema-
goguery, making sure that we do not
raise the cost of insurance, that we can
have patients get the access to the care
that they need, and not only that, but
we allow them to choose the physician
that they have trust in.

f

STOPPING SCHOOL VIOLENCE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Connecticut (Mrs. JOHN-
SON) is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mrs. JOHNSON of Connecticut. Mr.
Speaker, I rise to address an issue that
concerns every parent in America and
every child: school violence. The trag-
edy in Littleton, Colorado was a na-
tional wakeup call to all of us. Whether
it is a form of rebellion, a means of re-
venge, intentional brutality and vi-
ciousness, or simply a way to make
their voices heard, more and more stu-
dents are resorting to acts of astound-
ing violence and brutality, taking the
lives of their fellow students and teach-
ers.

Fortunately, some students are try-
ing to do something about this. Last
week, I had the pleasure of visiting the
Clara T. O’Connell School in Bristol,
Connecticut. What I found there gave
me a sense of hope that our children do
not want to live in a world of guns and
violence.

b 1845

Students at the O’Connell school re-
cently completed a 10-week program
entitled ‘‘Bullyproofing,’’ the purpose
of which was to teach them ways of
combatting bullying and avoiding vio-
lence.

As part of this program, students
conducted a survey of their classmates
in grades 1 through 5, asking two im-
portant questions: First, do you watch
scary or violent movies; and second, do
your parents know you watch scary
and violent movies? The results of this
survey are unsettling. What the stu-
dents did with them with you truly en-
couraging.

Those kids wrote an open letter to
their parents asking them for help:
‘‘Dear parents and guardians: Do you
know what your children are going
through? We would like to talk about
being afraid. Do you know what your
children are watching? Do you want
your children to watch scary movies?
Do you know how late they are staying
up? Do you think your children will get
ideas from scary movies? Why do you
let them watch scary movies? Do you
make sure they are doing the right
things?’’

These are the questions we and our
children might want to answer.

One student says, ‘‘Don’t let your
children watch scary movies. Please
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help us guard what we watch on TV,
movies and videos. Our O’Connell sur-
vey shows 89 percent of CTO kids watch
scary movies and 75 percent of
O’Connell parents know they watch
scary movies. We think these results
are scary! Yours Truly, Mrs. Brooks’
4th Grade Class. P.S. Could you please
guide us and pay attention to what we
are watching?’’

These children and so many more
throughout America are crying out for
help. They want guidance. They want
to be told what is right and what is
wrong. We parents have an obligation
to give our children this guidance. We
need to do a better job of watching
what our children watch, talking to
them about what they are seeing, and
providing them with positive alter-
natives to watching scary shows.

We need to follow the Ten Command-
ments as laid down by one of the grade
schools in my district. These are their
Ten Commandments: ‘‘Read, read,
read, read, read, read, read, read, read,
read.’’ They have those Ten Command-
ments posted throughout that school.

I will tell the Members, instead of
fear, instead of the stuff of nightmares,
those kids are going to sleep thinking
about the story they have read with
their parents, the conversations that it
has spawned, the adventures life offers
to us all, the world and the exploration
of that world through which they gain
so much in knowledge and spirit.

Yes, it is through reading together
that we and our children can talk
about bullying, about violence, about
love, about opportunity, about free-
dom, and responsibility. Listen to
these fourth grade kids of Mrs. Brooks’
class. They are talking to all of us
today.

f

TO BE A FEMINIST MEANS TO BE
PRO-LIFE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
PEASE). Under a previous order of the
House, the gentlewoman from Florida
(Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN) is recognized for 5
minutes.

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, at
one time or another we have all seen
the bumper sticker which reads: ‘‘Pro-
Women = Pro-Choice,’’ and it is pre-
sumed that feminists and defenders of
equity and rights for women are de-
fenders of abortion.

But in fact, what most feminists do
not wish to acknowledge is that the
early suffragists who are responsible
for today’s women’s movement actu-
ally were staunchly pro-life.

Over a century ago, Susan B. An-
thony tirelessly campaigned for suf-
frage for women’s employment rights
and for the abolition of slavery. She
voted illegally, took part in the under-
ground railroad, and yes, Susan B. An-
thony, a mother of the feminist move-
ment, opposed abortion.

In The Revolution, the radical wom-
en’s paper which she published, along
with Elizabeth Cady Stanton, Anthony
strongly editorialized against abortion.

She referred to the bloody act as child
murder and infanticide, and addressed
its root causes in women’s oppression
and in the abdication of family plan-
ning. She argued that laws pertaining
to abortion victimized women while
absolving men of all responsibility.

Susan B. Anthony was not alone in
her thinking. Other early feminists
also opposed abortion. For example,
Elizabeth Cady Stanton proclaimed
that ‘‘If it is degrading to treat a
woman as property, it is no better for
a woman to treat her own child as
property.’’ Suffragist Margaret Sanger
stated that abortion was a disowning of
feminine values.

The first female presidential can-
didate, Victoria Woodhull, was like-
wise strongly against abortion. She
stated that every woman knows that if
she were free, she would never bear an
unwished-for child nor think of mur-
dering one before its birth.

Astonishingly enough, most femi-
nists prefer to ignore that Alice Paul,
the original author of the Equal Rights
Amendment, the ERA, of 1923, said:
‘‘Abortion is the ultimate exploitation
of women.’’ Naturally, Paul opposed
the later trend of linking abortion with
the ERA movement.

Like the early suffragists who fought
to give women’s rights, a feminist
should believe in the right to protect
her own body, and in the likeness of
Susan B. Anthony, the feminist, should
stand up to defend the poor, oppressed,
and rejected. She should fight for all
human beings, whether they are black
or white, born or unborn.

The phrase, ‘‘It’s a man’s world’’ is
often used to describe today’s society,
a society which tends to view un-
planned pregnancy and motherhood as
an inconvenience. But many of today’s
feminists, rather than focusing on a
woman’s financial distress, the prob-
lems she may be facing at school,
work, or at home, choose to give in to
the pressures of a man’s world.

Rather than fight for acceptance and
protection for women facing unex-
pected pregnancies, many feminists
suggest a dangerous, potentially fatal
abortion as the remedy to all condi-
tions. What would the suffragists have
to say about giving in to this cruel so-
ciety? Early feminist Susan Norton
said, ‘‘Perhaps there will come a time
when an unmarried mother will not be
despised because of her motherhood,
when the right of the unborn to be born
will not be denied or interfered with.’’

As one of six pro-life women in Con-
gress and a mother of two daughters, I
believe that abortion is not a sign that
women are free to choose. On the con-
trary, it is a sign that women incor-
rectly feel desperate and feel that they
have no choice. Susan B. Anthony and
the early defenders of the women’s
rights would agree that the slogan
‘‘pro-choice’’ is by no means to be
equated with being pro-women. Per-
haps if the early feminists were alive
today, they would be fighting to amend
those bumper stickers to instead read,
‘‘Pro-Women = Pro-Life.’’

I would like to thank the tireless
pro-life advocate, Jane Abraham, presi-
dent of the Susan B. Anthony List, for
her inspiration. Jane has dedicated her
time to enlighten persons on the femi-
nist movement in America and to edu-
cate and train pro-life women for suc-
cessful political careers.

Tonight I congratulate Jane and the
many pro-life organizations and the
countless volunteers who persevere in
their hopes for finding a cure to our
Nation’s abortion rates.

f

INAUGURATION OF NEW SLOVAK
PRESIDENT, THE HONORABLE
RUDOLF SCHUSTER

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. MICA) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. MICA. Mr. Speaker, on behalf of
Members of Congress, I wish to extend
sincere congratulations to the Honor-
able Rudy Schuster, who will be inau-
gurated as Slovakia’s first popularly-
elected president.

In just a few short hours, on June 15
in Bratislava, the capital of Slovakia,
a dynamic new leader will assume the
presidency of one of Eastern Europe’s
most promising democracies. This is a
significant step for the Slovak Repub-
lic, a country that only gained its inde-
pendence in January of 1993.

For nearly 1,000 years the Slovak
people have been dominated by others,
so the popular election of Rudy
Schuster and his inauguration is a spe-
cial milestone in the history of this
newly-emerging independent Nation.

It has been my great pleasure to per-
sonally know this man, who will as-
sume the Slovak presidency. Rudy
Schuster has been an outstanding
mayor of Slovakia’s second largest
city, Kosice. In that city, Rudy
Schuster has worked to spur economic
and community development. He
championed historic preservation and
restoration. He provided minority
housing and promoted privatization.

I have had the opportunity to see
firsthand both the achievements of this
dynamic leader and observe his ability
to effectively govern. How fortunate
the people of Slovakia and the West are
to have such a capable and visionary
individual helping to lead this new Na-
tion at this time.

The people of Slovakia are to be com-
mended for looking to the future with
Rudy Schuster’s election. Working
with the new progressive parliamen-
tary coalition, the potential for solving
some of Slovakia’s difficult challenges
holds great promise.

As Mr. Schuster assumes the office of
president, it is critical that he and his
country’s other leaders work together
to address the problems of unemploy-
ment, privatization, and alignment
with Western and European economic
and security organizations.

It is essential that Slovakia, which
borders five European nations, now
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